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a utomat i c a l l y d i sq u a l i f y o n e f r om b e i n g d eem e d a r e l a t i v e .
That's all w e ' re talking a b out here , is the definition of
' re l a t i v e . ' By add i n g t h i s l ang u age t o t h e d e f i ni t i on , i t doe s
not t ake aw ay t he po we r o f t he co u r t t o con s i d e r sui t ab i l i t y ,
but by adding this language t h ere ca nnot be an auto matic
d eter m i n a t i o n o f d i sq u a l i f i ca t i o n b a s e d o n sex u a l o r i e n t a t i on ,
or, by going through the backdoor, a determination that a person
should not be deemed a relative. That's what my amendment would
offer, and I think my amendment is reasonable. Let me a sk the
primary sponsor a question, if he is...

S ENATOR CUDABACK: Se n a t o r Er dm a n .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: . . . ne a r .

SENATOR CUDABACK: Senato r Erdman, ar e you available for a
question? Senator Erdman.

S ENATOR ERDNAN: Ye s , Se n a t o r Cu d a b a c k .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Sena t or Erdman, have you h ad a chance to
discuss this proposed amendment with anybody in whom you have
confidence on this particular subject?

SENATOR ERDNAN: Ye s .

S ENATOR CHANBERS: And did they h ave an op in ion ab out th i s
amendment?

SENATOR ERDMAN: The opinion that we arrived at together was, is
that, to accomplish the purposes of LB 54, it's not necessary to
have the def inition of 'relative' in it, and I believe that if
w e would s t r i ke t h a t i t wou l d s t i l l al l ow f o r t he pr o c es s t h a t ' s
i n p l a c e t o do t ha t .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: I'm not asking about that. I'm asking a bout
my amendment.

SENATOR ERDNAN: I wou ld be opposed to your amendment, Senator
Chambers, because I don't necessarily see the need for it.
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